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	PART  1: Comments



	
	Reviewer’s comment

Artificial Intelligence (AI) generated or assisted review comments are strictly prohibited during peer review.
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)


	Please write a few sentences regarding the importance of this manuscript for the scientific community. A minimum of 3-4 sentences may be required for this part.


	This manuscript addresses a relevant problem by presenting multi-year data on insect pest dynamics and quantifiable yield losses under both protected and unprotected conditions in oilseed crop. The findings are directly applicable to the development of Integrated Pest Management (IPM) strategies, thereby contributing to sustainable agricultural productivity and food security.


	

	Is the title of the article suitable?

(If not please suggest an alternative title)


	Yes, The Title is sutaible, No change is needed
 It clearly reflects the core content of the manuscript.


	

	Is the abstract of the article comprehensive? Do you suggest the addition (or deletion) of some points in this section? Please write your suggestions here.


	The abstract is comperhensive and successfully summarizes, but it could be improved.

· Plz clarifying what "protected and unprotected" means. For example: under protected (with scheduled insecticide applications) and unprotected (no insecticide application).
· Broke up long sentence into two sentences for better flow.
	

	Is the manuscript scientifically, correct? Please write here.
	Yes, the experimental design (protected vs. unprotected plots over multiple years) is sound, and data are presented with clarity. Results are supported by tables and figures. However: The methodology for statistical analysis is not described, details on statistical tests used should be added.


	

	Are the references sufficient and recent? If you have suggestions of additional references, please mention them in the review form.
	The manuscript cites the relevant references but many references are older (10 years).

Suggestion: To strengthen the manuscript, incorporate recent studies on biological control and hybrid resistance published within the last 7-10 years. A targeted search for modern IPM strategies in castor would significantly enhance the paper's relevance.


	

	Is the language/English quality of the article suitable for scholarly communications?


	Overall the language quality is good and understandable for Scholarly Communication but numerous minor grammatical corrections and rephrasing will significantly enhance readability and professionalism.

	

	Optional/General comments


	· The Discussion section of the manuscript is good but could be enhanced and explained more briefly

· Ensure consistency in formatting hybrid names (e.g., always use DCH 48-1 instead of 48-1)
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	Reviewer’s comment
	Author’s Feedback (It is mandatory that authors should write his/her feedback here)



	Are there ethical issues in this manuscript? 


	(If yes, Kindly please write down the ethical issues here in details)
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